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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 



1 . The numbering of claims is not in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .126 which requires 
the original numbering of the claims to be preserved throughout the prosecution. When 
claims are canceled, the remaining claims must not be renumbered. When new claims 
are presented, they must be numbered consecutively beginning with the number next 
following the highest numbered claims previously presented (whether entered or not). 
Misnumbered claims 125-144 been renumbered 119-138. 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

3. Claims 99-138 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Cowart ("Cowart", Mastering Windows 3.1, ISBN 0-89588-842-4). 

As per independent claim 99, Cowart teaches a method for arranging a desired 
number of activated windows of information for display on a screen connected to a 
computer, wherein the desired number is the number of activated windows to arrange 
for display on' the screen in a particular format, and wherein the computer activates 
windows, the method comprising: 

identifying activated windows for display, wherein the number of activated 
windows identified for display equals the desired number of activated windows to be 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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displayed in the particular format, wherein the desired number of activated windows to 
be displayed Is greater than one, and wherein the most recently activated windows are 
Identified for display (Cowart, Page 65, Fig. 2.7); 

arranging the identified windows on the screen for display in the particular format, 
wherein the identified windows are visibly arranged (Cowart, Page 67, Figs. 2.8 and 
2.9); and 

wherein each time a new window Is activated the steps of identifying and 
arranging are repeated. The user may perform the step of repetition at any time after a 
new window is activated. 

Dependent claim 119 is identical to claim 99, and Is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 100, which is dependent on claim 99, Cowart teaches the method of 
claim 99, further comprising choosing the desired number of activated windows to 
arrange on the screen in the particular format (Cowart, Page 66 "Cascade," "Tile," Page 
67, Figs. 2.8 and 2.9). 

Dependent claim 120 Is Identical to claim 100, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 101, which Is dependent on claim 99, Cowart teaches the method of 
claim 99, wherein the desired number of activated windows to arrange on the screen Is 
a default value (Cowart, Page 67, Figs. 2.8 and 2.9). A default value is defined as a 
value that the system uses when the user does not specify a value. Therefore the 
default value for windows to arrange Is the number of windows on the screen. 
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Dependent claim 121 is identical to claim 101, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 102, which is dependent on claim 100, Cowart teaches the method 
of claim 100, further comprising recognizing one or more activated windows which have 
not been identified for display and will not be arranged for display on the screen in the 
particular format (Cowart, Page 67, Figs. 2.8 and 2.9). The row of icons on the bottom 
of each figure represent identified windows that are not arranged for display. 

Dependent claim 122 is identical to claim 102, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 103, which is dependent on claim 102, Cowart teaches the method 
of claim 102, wherein an activated window not identified for display may be represented 
on the screen with a representative display, the method further comprising representing 
one or more recognized windows on the screen with a representative display (Cowart, 
Page 67, Figs. 2.8 and 2.9). The representative display of the activated windows not 
identified for display are the icons representing the activated windows at the bottom of 
each figure. 

Dependent claim 123 is identical to claim 103, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 104, which is dependent on claim 103, Cowart teaches the method 
of claim 103, wherein the representative display is an icon which graphically represents 
the recognized window and wherein the icon is displayed simultaneously with an 
identified window (Cowart, Page 67, Figs. 2.8 and 2.9). 
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Dependent claim 124 is identical to claim 104, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 105, which is dependent on claim 104, Cowart teaches the method 
of claim 104, further comprising minimizing the recognized window (Cowart, Page 67, 
Figs. 2.8 and 2.9). The minimized windows are the icons located at the bottom of each 
figure. 

Dependent claim 125 is identical to claim 105, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per independent claim 106, Cowart teaches a method for displaying active 
information windows on a screen, wherein the information windows are generated by a 
computer and the screen is operably connected to the computer, and wherein the 
information windows may be displayed in two or more formats, comprising: 

identifying at least one active window, wherein the identified windows will be 
displayed in a first format on the screen, (Cowart, Page 66, "Cascade," "Tile"; Page 67, 
Figs. 2.8 and 2.9) 

recognizing at least one active window, wherein the recognized windows will be 
displayed in a second format on the screen, and wherein none of the identified windows 
are recognized; (Cowart, Page 67, Figs. 2.8 and 2.9) and 

generating a display on the screen for viewing identified windows and recognized 
windows, wherein a first format display is generated for each of the identified windows, 
wherein a second format display is generated for each of the recognized windows, and 
wherein the second format is different from the first format (Cowart, Page 67, Figs. 2.8 
and 2.9), comprising: 
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arranging the first format displays and second format displays for display 
on the screen, wherein the computer is used in the arranging step (Cowart, Page 
67, Figs. 2.8 and 2.9); and 

repeating the steps of identifying, recognizing and generating when a new 
window is activated. 

The first format for identified windows is either cascade or tile. The second 
format for. recognized windows being arranged as icons in a distinct row at the bottom of 
the window. The user may perform the step of repetition at any time after a new 
window is activated. 

Independent claim 126 is identical to claim 106, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 107, which is dependent on claim 106, Cowart teaches the method 
of claim 106, wherein the steps occur automatically each time a new window is 
activated (Cowart, Page 67, Figs. 2.8 and 2.9). Once a new window is activated the 
user may enter the command to carry out the steps of claim 106, therefore causing the 
computer to automatically carry out those steps. 

Dependent claim 127 is identical to claim 107, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 108, which is dependent on claim 106, Cowart teaches the method 
of claim 106, wherein the second format is graphic icons and the graphic icons are 
arranged to overlay on the first format display, and wherein the method further 
comprises arranging the graphic icons, wherein the graphic icons are arranged in an 
orderly fashion (Cowart, Page 67, Figs. 2.8 and 2.9). 
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Dependent clainn 128 is identical to claim 108, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 109, which is dependent on claim 106, Cowart teaches the method 
of claim 106, wherein the first format displays are arranged vertically side-by-side 
(Cowart, Page 67, Fig. 2.9). 

Dependent claim 129 is identical to claim 109, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 110, which is dependent on claim 106, Cowart teaches the method 
of claim 106, wherein the first format displays are arranged horizontally (Cowart, Page 
67, Fig. 2.9). 

Dependent claim 130 is identical to claim 110, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 111, which is dependent on claim 106, Cowart teaches the method 
of claim 106, wherein the generating step further comprises minimizing the recognized 
windows (Cowart, Page 67, Figs. 2.8 and 2.9). 

Dependent claim 131 is identical to claim 111, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 112, which is dependent on claim 106, Cowart teaches the method 
of claim 106, wherein a database manager is used, and wherein the step of generating 
further comprises accessing a database of information and using the accessed 
database information to generate the first formal displays (inherent in Cowart, Page 67, 
Figs. 2.8 and 2.9). The information shown in the displays of Cowart must be generated 
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from a database because the information is part of a file system, wliich is a form of 
database and therefore inherent. 

Dependent claim 132 is identical to claim 112, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per independent claim 113, Cowart teaches a database management system 
using windows of information and auto-arranging of the windows, wherein each time a 
previously inactive window is activated the system auto arranges the windows for 
display on a screen, comprising: 

a memory, wherein data for use in generating information windows is stored; 

a processor, operably coupled to the memory, that auto-arranges the windows of 
information; wherein the windows of information are automatically arranged, the 
processor comprising: 

means for generating windows of information using data from the memory; and 

means for auto-arranging windows of information into an arranged format, 
wherein more than one window may be arranged, and wherein each time a previously 
inactivate window is activated, all the active windows are arranged so that the 
arrangement of windows changes each time a previously inactivate window is activated 
(Cowart, Page 66-67; Figs. 2.8 and 2.9); and 

a screen, operably coupled to the processor, wherein the screen displays the 
information windows in an arranged format. 

The information shown in the displays of Cowart must be generated from a 
database because the information is part of a file system, which is a form of database 
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and therefore inherent. Furthermore, the user may perform the step of repetition at any 
time after a new window is activated. 

Independent claim 133 is identical to claim 113, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 114, which is dependent on claim 113, Cowart teaches the 
database management system of claim 113, wherein the means for auto-arranging 
windows comprises: 

means for determining windows to be arranged in a first format and windows to 
be arranged in a second format, wherein at least one window is determined to be 
arranged in the first format (Cowart, Page 67, Figs. 2.8 and 2.9). 

Dependent claim 134 is identical to claim 114, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 115, which is dependent on claim 113, Cowart teaches the 
database management system of claim 113, wherein the windows determined to be 
arranged in the second format are represented by graphical icons and are displayed in 
a lower portion of one or more of the first format windows (Cowart, Page 67, Figs. 2.8 
and 2.9). 

Dependent claim 135 is identical to claim 115, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 116, which is dependent on claim 113, Cowart teaches the 
database management system of claim 113, wherein the arranged format is a targeted 
format chosen by a user of the database management system, further comprising: 
means for choosing a target format (Cowart, Page 64-66, "Using the Task List"). 
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Dependent claim 136 is identical to claim 116, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 117, which is dependent on claim 116, Cowart teaches the 
database management system of claim 116, wherein the user may enter a customized 
target format, further comprising: a keyboard, wherein the customized target format may 
be entered (Cowart, Page 867, "General Keys"). 

Dependent claim 137 is identical to claim 117, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 118, which is dependent on claim 116, Cowart teaches the 
database management system of claim 116, wherein the user may choose from several 
different formats, the data management system further comprising: means for displaying 
a list of formats to be chosen (Cowart, Page 65, Figure in middle of page, Page 66, 
"Cascade," "Tile"). 

Dependent claim 138 is identical to claim 118, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 



4. Applicant is advised that should claims 99-118 be found allowable, renumbered 
claims 119-138 will be objected to under 37 CFR 1.75 as being a substantial duplicate 
thereof. When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in 
content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is 
proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of 
the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 



Double Patenting 
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Conclusion 



5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Bourgeios et al. (US# 5,060,170) teaches space allocation and positioning 
method for screen display regions in a variable windowing system. 

Hargrove (US# 5,371,847) teaches a method and system for specifying the 
arrangement of windows on a display. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adam M. Lewis whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0720. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:00-4:30, Alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on 703-308-0640. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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